Dukakis; ACLU 


Poor Michael G. Misulia Jr. His “Dukakis and his 
ACLU ties” letter (Sept. 19) means he has nobody to 
vote for! Whether from political bile and hatred or 
just plain ignorance, he has done himself in in his 
parroting of George Bush’s McCarthyite slander that „ 
Dukakis is a “self-proclaimed card caiTying” 
member of the American Civil Liberties Union. 

I’m inclined to think that ignorance is at least part 
of the explanation because he actually says, again 
cribbing, this time the right political extreme, 
“Dukakis’ ties to the ACLU have been hushed up by 
the national news media — until after the election.” 

He can’t have looked at local or national TV news or 
any major paper I know of and think for a minute 
that this has been suppressed. Quite the opposite is 
true. 

“Do you want the ACLU on the Supreme Court?” 
he asks, adding, “The ACLU isn’t liberal — it is ex- 
treme left.” 

Well, Supreme Court justices have for years includ- 
ed members of the ACLU. More, the man who now, 
in the Bush/Republican administration, selects those 
to be nominated for the Supreme Court, the new at- 
torney general whose nomination Mr. Bush did not 
oppose, was more than just a member — he was a 
director of the Pittsburgh chapter. 

For years the ACLU’s backbone has included some 
of the most prestigious and conservative law firms 
and lawyers. It is so completely non-political, as Mr. 
Misulia would know if he even read our local papers, 
that it has defended the rights of the KKK and the 
American Nazi Party. 

But, how can Mr. Misulia in good conscience vote 
for the party that has a “card-carrying” ACLUer as 
its attorney general? How can he with any vestige of 
self- respect vote for the present vice president who 
serves with him in the present administration when 
that vice president is lacing the land with allegations 
that Mr. Dukakis is some kind of wild-haired, 
dangerous radical subversive because he is a mere 
member of the ACLU when his attorney general was 
much more than just a member? 

Mr. Misuiia’s present plight is typical of those who, 
lacking information, background and basic 
understanding of the Constitution and the obligations 
of lawyers, take at face value what they pick up from 
extremist literature or believe without question the 
political propaganda and slanders of those who, in 
pursuit of personal ambition, abandon our traditional 
concepts of decency and honesty and deliberately 
mislead and misrepresent for votes. 
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